The dipeptidyl peptidase-4 inhibitor (DPP-4i) alogliptin is an oral, antidiabetic treatment that is approved in many countries to treat patients with type 2 diabetes mellitus (T2DM), including the USA, Europe, and Japan. Alogliptin is efficacious both as monotherapy and as add-on/combination therapy with other commonly prescribed T2DM treatments, such as metformin and pioglitazone. Overall, alogliptin is well-tolerated in patients with T2DM, including older patients, those with renal and/or hepatic impairment, and those at high risk of cardiovascular events. There is a low risk of hypoglycemia, weight gain, acute pancreatitis, and gastrointestinal adverse events with alogliptin treatment, as demonstrated in long-term trials (lasting up to 4.5 years) and in a real-world setting. Additionally, alogliptin has a generally favorable or similar safety profile in comparison to other antidiabetic agents (metformin, thiazolidinediones, sulfonylureas, glucagon-like peptide-1 receptor agonists, sodiumglucose cotransporter 2 inhibitors, α-glucosidase inhibitors, and insulin). However, further evaluation would be required to determine the mechanism and effect of alogliptin on heart failure, bullous pemphigoid, and inflammatory bowel disease. Of note, due to the ethnic diversity in the epidemiology of T2DM, alogliptin has been shown to be more efficacious in Asian patients than in non-Asian patients with T2DM, but with a similar tolerability profile. These data indicate that DPP-4is, including alogliptin, are important treatment options, especially for Asian patients with T2DM, for whom they have potential as a first-line therapy. This benefit-risk assessment aims to place alogliptin within the current armamentarium of T2DM and aid physicians when choosing optimal diabetes treatment for their patients.
Introduction
Alogliptin is an oral, dipeptidyl peptidase-4 inhibitor (DPP-4i), which has been extensively studied in phase II/III studies in patients with type 2 diabetes mellitus (T2DM) [1] [2] [3] [4] [5] [6] [7] [8] [9] [10] [11] [12] [13] [14] [15] [16] [17] [18] [19] . In clinical and real-world settings [23] [24] [25] , alogliptin has been generally well-tolerated and has demonstrated a reduction in hemoglobin A1c (HbA1c) when administered alone or as add-on/combination therapy with other antidiabetic agents [1-22, 24, 25] .
Alogliptin was first approved to treat T2DM in 2010 in Japan, and subsequently in the USA and EU in 2013 [26] [27] [28] . The recommended dose of alogliptin as monotherapy is 25 mg in the USA and Japan; it is not approved as monotherapy but as a 25-mg add-on therapy in the EU [26] [27] [28] . Fixed-dose combinations (FDCs) of alogliptin + metformin and alogliptin + pioglitazone are also approved in Japan, the USA, and the EU [29] [30] [31] [32] [33] [34] . The alogliptin + metformin FDC treatment is available as twice-daily (BID) 12.5 mg alogliptin with 500-or 1000-mg metformin tablets (USA), as BID 12.5 mg alogliptin with 850-or 1000-mg metformin tablets (EU), and as once-daily 25 mg alogliptin with 500 mg metformin (Japan) [29, 30, 32] . Alogliptin + pioglitazone FDC therapy is available as 12.5 or 25 mg alogliptin with 15-, 30-, or 45-mg pioglitazone doses [31, 33, 34] .
Alogliptin is primarily excreted unchanged via renal clearance [35] . As such, reports suggest that exposure to alogliptin increases with decreasing glomerular filtration rate (GFR) [36, 37] . Thus, to maintain similar systemic
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Alogliptin is an efficacious, oral, dipeptidyl peptidase-4 inhibitor (DPP-4i) for the treatment of type 2 diabetes mellitus (T2DM), which may be used alone or as add-on/ combination therapy.
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alogliptin; hence, alogliptin can be administered regardless of the timing of the session [27] .
Although metformin monotherapy is the preferred firstline treatment for patients with T2DM in the USA and Europe (based on its efficacy, favorable tolerability profile, low cost, and weight neutrality) [38] [39] [40] , alternative options are required for patients with metformin contraindications, intolerance, or those who cannot achieve glycemic control with metformin alone (Table 1) [38, 39, 41] . In fact, in Asia, metformin is not always the recommended first-line treatment, because of the different pathophysiology of (i.e., β-cell dysfunction with less adiposity and greater insulin sensitivity), and genetic susceptibility for, T2DM in Asian patients compared with Western patients [42] [43] [44] . In Japan, despite higher drug acquisition costs compared with metformin, DPP-4is are an option for first-line use [45] (a setting in which they are already the most widely prescribed antidiabetic drug class [46] ), unlike in the USA and Europe, where they are recommended as add-on medications [38, 39, 47] . In this regard, DPP-4is have demonstrated greater glucoselowering efficacy in Asian versus non-Asian patients with T2DM [48] . Notably, the Japanese Diabetes Society recommends antidiabetic agents on a patient-centric basis [45] . There are eight DPP-4is approved worldwide for T2DM: alogliptin, sitagliptin, vildagliptin, linagliptin, teneligliptin, anagliptin, saxagliptin, and gemigliptin [49] . The long-acting agents omarigliptin and trelagliptin are only approved in Japan, while evogliptin and gemigliptin are approved in some countries, not including the USA and EU [49] . The Table 1 Summary of recommended antidiabetic agents for the treatment of type 2 diabetes mellitus [38, 39, 41] α-GI α-glucosidase inhibitor, DPP-4i dipeptidyl peptidase-4 inhibitor, GLP-1 glucagon-like peptide-1, HbA1c hemoglobin A1c, SGLT2i sodium-glucose cotransporter 2 inhibitor, SU sulfonylurea, TZD thiazolidinedione, ↑ increased, ↓ decreased a Cost is dependent on type/brand (analogs > human insulins) and dosage [27, 28] , the recommended daily dose is 12.5 mg, and in patients with severe chronic kidney disease (CKD) (CrCl ≥ 15 to < 30 mL/min) [27] or end-stage renal disease (ESRD) (CrCl < 15 mL/min), it is 6.25 mg. In patients with CKD receiving hemodialysis (HD-CKD), a 3-h dialysis session removed roughly 7% of FDC of alogliptin + metformin has been available in Japan since 2016 [33] . This review will focus on alogliptin. We aim to evaluate the benefits and risks associated with alogliptin and to put alogliptin treatment into perspective within the armamentarium of current therapies for patients with T2DM. Key studies for alogliptin were identified by searching PubMed using the terms 'alogliptin' and 'diabetes' (search date: 21 March 2019). The publications identified in the search were reviewed manually for their relevance for inclusion in this article.
Benefit Evaluation
T2DM is a chronic progressive metabolic disorder associated with, but not limited to, micro-and macrovascular complications and hepatic and renal impairment [50, 51] . The following section evaluates the benefit of alogliptin monotherapy and add-on/combination therapy based on clinical and real-world studies and studies assessing the health economic impact of treating diabetes.
Epidemiology and Natural History of T2DM
In 2016, an estimated 1.6 million deaths were attributable to diabetes [52] . The development of T2DM is associated with non-modifiable and/or modifiable risk factors [53, 54] . Key non-modifiable risk factors include genetic factors, metabolic disturbances, ethnicity, and older age, while modifiable factors include obesity, a sedentary lifestyle, an unhealthy diet, and smoking [53, 54] . Despite modifiable risk factors, the global prevalence of T2DM is expected to rise to 629 million by 2045 compared with an estimated 425 million in 2017. In Asia, T2DM is an increasing epidemic. Studies have demonstrated ethnic differences in the epidemiology and natural history of T2DM [42, 55] . For example, although Asians with diabetes generally have a lower body mass index (BMI) [55] , they have higher insulin sensitivity and lower insulin response compared with non-Asians [42] . Analyses also suggest that decreased insulin secretion is a common cause of T2DM [42, 55] in Asians and, moreover, diabetes occurs at a much lower mean BMI than in non-Asians [55] . Consequently, the choice of and response to treatment will differ between ethnicities; for example, insulin secretagogues, such as sulfonylureas (SUs), are more commonly prescribed in Asians than non-Asians [55].
Purpose and Outcome of Treatment
The aim of treatment is to help patients achieve glycemic control, a quality of life (QoL) similar to those without diabetes, and to minimize the risk of long-term complications [56] . Another objective of T2DM treatment is to reduce burden on the economy [56] . Optimal management of T2DM is complex [56] . Poorly controlled diabetes can lead to complications and negatively impact patient outcomes and QoL [50, 51] . Guidelines recommend diet and lifestyle changes, followed by administration of one or more oral antidiabetic agents or injectable treatment [57] if glycemic control is inadequate [56] . Several factors related to antidiabetes medication should be considered when making treatment decisions, including glycemic control (HbA1c levels), pleiotropic effects (e.g., blood pressure), patient preferences, existing comorbidities, adverse-effect profile, risk of hypoglycemia, and necessity for weight loss [38, 58] .
Mechanism of Action, Pharmacokinetic, and Pharmacodynamic Profile
Alogliptin, a highly potent and selective, noncovalent inhibitor of DPP-4, was developed using Structure-based Drug Design System technology [59] . Notably, alogliptin is > 10,000-fold more selective for DPP-4 than DPP-2, -8, and -9 [59, 60] ; this is particularly important as DPP-8 and -9 have been associated with the activation of pro-inflammatory caspase-1, which is, in turn, involved in pyroptosis [61] . By inhibiting DPP-4 activity, alogliptin slows the inactivation of incretin hormones, glucagon-like peptide-1 (GLP-1), and glucose-dependent insulinotropic polypeptide (GIP); GLP-1 and GIP increase insulin secretion and inhibit glucagon secretion when glucose levels are high [26, 27] . Thus, alogliptin improves glycemic control via a glucosedependent mechanism [26, 27] . Alogliptin is rapidly absorbed and evenly distributed in the tissues [27, 35] . DPP-4i efficacy requires steady-state trough DPP-4 activity inhibition of approximately 80% [62] , and alogliptin has been shown to suppress this by up to 99% after 14 days of once-daily administration at therapeutic doses [35] . The absolute bioavailability of alogliptin is high (100%) [27] , is not significantly affected by food [63] , and has not been associated with any clinically significant interactions with common antidiabetic drugs, such as metformin [63] , pioglitazone [64] (a thiazolidinedione [TZD]), and glyburide (an SU) [64] . Alogliptin does not undergo extensive metabolism, and cytochrome P450 (CYP)-related metabolism is negligible; thus, no dose adjustments are required with concomitant use of CYP substrates or inhibitors [27] . Further, no clinically relevant interactions have been observed between alogliptin and p-glycoprotein inhibitors or substrates [26, 27] . 
Evidence of Benefit

Clinical Trials
Alogliptin has demonstrated improvements in glycemic control, as indicated by changes in HbA1c in treatment-naïve and previously treated patients in global and Asian phase II/ III placebo-controlled and active-controlled studies, as (1) monotherapy [1, 12] ; (2) dual therapy (add-on/combination) with metformin, SUs, TZDs, α-glucosidase inhibitors (α-GIs), and insulin [2-5, 13-19, 66-70] ; and (3) triple (addon) therapy to insulin with or without metformin, and addon to metformin with a TZD (Online Resource, Table S1 , see the electronic supplementary material [ESM]) [6] [7] [8] [9] [10] 15] . Below, we evaluate the effect of alogliptin on glycemic control (change in HbA1c) compared with placebo, focusing on data from phase III studies that have a primary efficacy endpoint of change in HbA1c from baseline to at least week 12, with most evaluating at week 26.
Alogliptin monotherapy (12.5 mg and 25 mg) resulted in significant glycemic control compared with placebo at week 26 in treatment-naïve patients with [1] uncontrolled T2DM on diet and exercise therapy alone (Online Resource, Table S1 ; both alogliptin doses p < 0.001). In the same study, 44% of patients achieved HbA1c levels ≤ 7.0% (guideline recommended target) [38, 39, 45] and a significant reduction in fasting plasma glucose at 26 weeks in the alogliptin group compared with placebo (both alogliptin doses; p < 0.001). Five other phase III, placebo-controlled, 26-week studies in patients with T2DM examined the effect of alogliptin dual therapy (with metformin or an SU) [13, 14] or triple therapy (with pioglitazone ± metformin or an SU, or with insulin ± metformin) [6, 7, 9] on glycemic control. In all five studies, 12.5-mg and 25-mg alogliptin doses as add-on treatment demonstrated significant reductions in HbA1c compared with placebo (Online Resource, Table S1 ; p < 0.001).
The results of a meta-analysis of phase II/III and III studies revealed significantly greater reductions in HbA1c in Asian patients compared with non-Asian patients who received alogliptin (p = 0.02), with similar safety (p = 0.71) [71] . These data are further supported by studies investigating alogliptin monotherapy [12] , dual therapy (to metformin, pioglitazone, α-GI, or insulin) [3-5, 16, 19] , and triple therapy (to pioglitazone ± metformin) in Asia [10] , all of which reported a significant reduction in HbA1c levels with alogliptin versus placebo (Online Resource, Table S1 ; p < 0.001).
Real-World Evidence
The efficacy of alogliptin has also been demonstrated in a real-world setting, primarily in Japan, via retrospective and observational studies. Results from the ATTAK-J study conducted in Japanese patients with T2DM revealed a 0.54% ± 1.22% reduction in HbA1c following 1 year of treatment with alogliptin [25] . In the same study, a significantly higher proportion of patients achieved HbA1c levels < 7.0% after 3 months of alogliptin treatment compared with baseline (p < 0.001) [25] . Further analysis revealed that increased adherence to diet therapy led to a further reduction in HbA1c at 12 months, despite the removal of SU treatment [25] . In support of these data, a significant reduction in HbA1c (vs. baseline; p = 0.0005) was found in a subgroup of patients from a long-term, 3.5-year retrospective study of Japanese patients with T2DM receiving alogliptin and SU who either did not change their antidiabetic drugs or did not reduce the dose or strength of their SU, thus demonstrating the effective long-term durability of alogliptin [24] .
Prescription patterns of T2DM treatments are changing as more patients are prescribed newer second-line oral treatments, such as DPP-4is, sodium-glucose cotransporter 2 inhibitors (SGLT2is), and α-GIs [47, [72] [73] [74] [75] [76] . A large-scale (n = 20,000), 3-year, prospective, observational, real-world study (Japan-Based clinical ReseArch Network for Diabetes Registry [J-BRAND Registry]), designed to examine the safety and efficacy of alogliptin compared with non-DPP-4i oral hypoglycemic agents in Japanese patients with T2DM, is ongoing [23] . The J-BRAND Registry study will help determine the long-term appropriate use of alogliptin when used alone or in combination with other antidiabetic agents.
Tolerability
Data from long-term studies that have evaluated the safety/ tolerability of alogliptin will now be discussed. Treatmentemergent adverse events (TEAEs) and adverse events of special interest (AESIs) will be examined in detail in Sect. 3.
Overall, alogliptin is well-tolerated, as demonstrated in long-term studies (≥ 52 weeks), both in a clinical trial and in real-world settings [17, 77] . When compared with glipizide (an SU) or standard of care (SoC) [17, 77] , there were no differences observed in the incidence of adverse events (AEs) between alogliptin-and comparator-treated patients [17, 77] ; most AEs were mild in severity [17, 77] . A 1-year retrospective analysis (ATTAK-J) also revealed low rates of AEs [25] in patients with T2DM receiving alogliptin (2.5%; n = 314).
These findings are further supported by a meta-analysis examining the efficacy and safety of alogliptin as monotherapy or combination therapy [78, 79] . Here, the number of patients who discontinued due to AEs was not significantly different in patients treated with alogliptin versus placebo or other antidiabetic control treatments (odds ratio [OR] 0.83; 95% confidence interval [CI] 0.61-1.58 for alogliptin 12.5 mg; OR 0.98; 95% CI 0.44-1.58 for alogliptin 25 mg) [78] . Additionally, a systematic review and metaanalysis examining DPP-4i safety reported that treatment was generally well-tolerated [80] . The study highlighted the need for future studies evaluating the effects of DPP-4is on heart failure (HF) and acute pancreatitis [80] , as discussed in Sect. 3.
Convenience and Preference
In chronic conditions, such as T2DM, adherence to treatment is often poor, with an average of approximately 50% in developed countries [81] . Decreased adherence leads to poor clinical outcomes and QoL, and negatively impacts healthcare costs [57] . To improve treatment adherence, guidelines recommend considering patient preferences when determining optimal T2DM management [38, 45] .
One initiative to improve adherence is to understand patient preferences for an antidiabetic treatment [38, 39, 45] . In a recent US survey conducted in patients with diabetes (type 1 or 2), the most influential attributes to patient preference were treatment regimen (e.g., mode and frequency of administration), risk of diarrhea, weight change, risk of hypoglycemia, and treatment efficacy [82] . In the same survey, patients demonstrated a preference for DPP-4is over GLP-1 receptor agonists, SGLT2is, SUs, and TZDs due to their favorable regimen and risk profile [82] . For example, similar to DPP-4is, GLP-1 receptor agonists also target the incretin system [38, 39, 83] ; however, GLP-1 receptor agonists are injectable, while DPP-4is have oral formulations [83] . In a US-and European-based survey, patients significantly preferred, and were significantly more likely to prefer, a DPP-4i oral formulation to a GLP-1 injectable formulation (both p < 0.001) [83] . Additionally, the frequency of administration is an important regimen-related factor that has been linked to both adherence and patient QoL [84] . For instance, a once-daily regimen of DPP-4i significantly improved Diabetes Therapy-Related Quality of Life 17 questionnaire scores from baseline to week 12 when compared with the thrice-daily regimen of an α-GI, voglibose (p = 0.034) [84] . Furthermore, FDC regimens, similar to alogliptin/metformin and alogliptin/pioglitazone formulations, have been shown to improve adherence compared with two-pill regimens [85] . FDCs could therefore benefit the patient, result in cost-savings to the healthcare system, and save manufacturing and distribution costs [85] .
Health Economic Impact
T2DM is associated with significant healthcare costs, placing a considerable burden on the economy [86] . According to the International Diabetes Federation, the global healthcare costs of diabetes treatment and related complications in 2017 were estimated to be US$850 billion in patients aged 18-99 years; this expenditure is expected to reach US$958 billion by 2045 [86] . Interventions to prevent or control diabetes, as recommended by guidelines such as those of the American Diabetes Association (e.g., intensive glycemic control and lifestyle changes) [38] , have proven to be costeffective [87] .
An analysis of 29 randomized controlled trials (RCTs) by Pedrazzoli et al. suggested that alogliptin as a monotherapy and add-on/combination therapy was more cost-effective than other DPP-4is, such as sitagliptin, saxagliptin, and linagliptin [88] . The total savings with alogliptin in Europe, particularly in combination with metformin, were up to €158 per patient-year [PY] based on a higher proportion of patients achieving a target HbA1c of < 7%, reduced need for alogliptin treatment escalation, better lipid profile, proven cardiovascular (CV) safety, lower hypoglycemia incidence, and increased adherence to treatment [88] . Notably, alogliptin is available as FDCs; thus, pill burden and pharmacy dispensing fees may allow for adherence improvement and further cost savings, respectively [89] . Studies have reported that alogliptin in combination with metformin is an alternative, cost-effective treatment compared with SUs in patients with T2DM [90, 91] . In a UK study, long-term alogliptin + metformin combination treatment achieved greater estimated lifetime quality-adjusted life-year (QALY) gains compared with SU + metformin; the associated incremental cost-effectiveness ratios (ICERs) were £10,959/QALY (12.5 mg alogliptin) and £7217/QALY (25 mg alogliptin) [90] . Results from a US study showed that DPP-4i + metformin therapy had an ICER of US$19,420 per life-year gained compared with SU + metformin [91] ; incremental costs and life-years gained were US$11,849 and 0.61 years, respectively [91] . Similarly, in a pharmacoeconomic analysis of DPP-4is (sitagliptin, vildagliptin, and alogliptin) in Japan, 25 mg alogliptin was the second most cost-effective treatment (ICER of ¥102,062 per patient) after 100 mg vildagliptin [92] . Further studies comparing the cost-effectiveness of alogliptin in combination with other treatments available for T2DM are required, as are health economic analyses of alogliptin versus other antidiabetic therapies (e.g., metformin) in first-line use (especially in Asian patients).
Alternative Therapies
Below we compare (head-to-head, direct comparisons) alogliptin with other antidiabetic treatments recommended for patients with T2DM.
Phase III international studies and studies in Asian patients have compared the efficacy (change in HbA1c) of alogliptin as dual and triple therapy (in combination with metformin, pioglitazone, an SU, or metformin + pioglitazone) with component monotherapies or an active comparator (Online Resource, Table S1 , see the ESM) [5, 9, 15, 17, 18] . In each study, alogliptin in combination was significantly more efficacious in decreasing HbA1c levels versus placebo or component monotherapy (p values from < 0.05 to < 0.0001; Online Resource, Table S1 ) [5, 9, 15, 17, 18] . However, when used as monotherapies, alogliptin and metformin yielded similar results to each other after 26 weeks of treatment [5, 18] .
Alogliptin as add-on therapy with metformin has demonstrated sustained efficacy in a phase III, international, multicenter, 2-year study in patients with inadequate glycemic control who received metformin in combination with either alogliptin or an SU (Online Resource, Table S1 ) [17] . Patients receiving alogliptin (12.5 mg and 25 mg) demonstrated significantly superior HbA1c control and were more likely to achieve an HbA1c target of ≤ 7.0% compared with the SU, glipizide (both p < 0.001; Online Resource, Table S1 ) [17] . In the same study, a significantly higher proportion of patients receiving alogliptin 12.5 mg or 25 mg achieved HbA1c ≤ 7.0% without hypoglycemia or weight gain compared with glipizide (glipizide 10.7% vs. alogliptin 12.5 mg 24.2% and alogliptin 25 mg 26.9%; p < 0.001 for both comparisons) [17] . These data support alogliptin as a long-term efficacious and viable treatment option for patients with T2DM.
Risk Evaluation
Safety evaluations and primarily adverse reaction profiles are some of the major considerations physicians face when making treatment decisions for patients with T2DM [58] .
The following section will focus on TEAEs and AESIs based on standardized Medical Dictionary for Regulatory Activities (MedDRA) queries for alogliptin monotherapy and as add-on/combination therapy compared directly with placebo or active comparators.
Alogliptin was generally well-tolerated in clinical studies of up to 4.5 years in duration [2, 17, 93, 94] ; mean exposure to alogliptin was 40 weeks in patients treated for > 1 year [27] . The overall TEAE incidence rates were similar between alogliptin and placebo or the active comparator Fig. 1 [93] ). In another pooled analysis of controlled phase II/III studies, the most commonly reported TEAEs occurring in > 3% of patients receiving alogliptin 25 mg, which were numerically more frequent versus placebo, were nasopharyngitis, upper respiratory tract infection, headache, diarrhea, and urinary tract infection; nasopharyngitis was the only TEAE that occurred more frequently in patients receiving alogliptin 25 mg versus an active comparator (Table 2 ) [36] . TEAEs were primarily described as mild or moderate in severity in both pooled analyses [36, 93] , with few severe TEAEs [36] . There were no severe TEAEs that occurred in > 1.0% of patients in any group in the pooled analysis of controlled phase II/III studies [36] . The proportion of patients experiencing at least one serious adverse event (SAE) was also low and similar between treatment groups (from 3.2% in the placebo to 5.2% in the active comparator group) [36] . Cardiac disorders were the most commonly reported SAE, which were comparable between patients treated with alogliptin 25 mg (1.0%) and active comparators (1.2%), yet greater than in patients treated with placebo (0.4%) [36] . Most deaths were considered unrelated to the study drug; however, in one open-label alogliptin extension study, ten deaths (0.003%) were considered to have a possible relationship to the study drug [36, 94] . In a pooled analysis of 23 phase II-IV RCTs, the proportion of patients who discontinued because of a TEAE was lower in the alogliptin groups (6.1%) than the placebo group (7.1%), but similar to the active comparator group (6.1%) [95] . Data from a meta-analysis comparing Asian and non-Asian studies demonstrated no difference in the number of any AEs (11 studies; p = 0.71) or SAEs (15 studies; p = 0.08), as well as the number of hypoglycemic events (12 studies; p = 0.58) and weight gain (eight studies; p = 0.47) [71] .
Based primarily on the pooled safety analysis by Munsaka et al., this section will focus on the following AEs and AESIs: hypoglycemia, weight gain, CV events, acute pancreatitis, skin-related AEs, gastrointestinal events, renal failure, and hepatotoxicity [93] . There is limited evidence to suggest safety differences between the drugs in the gliptin class [96] . Therefore, where data are available, we have compared (head-to-head, direct comparisons) the safety of alogliptin with placebo and alternative antidiabetic treatments for T2DM (Table 1) . Although not considered here, there is some evidence for an increase in non-serious infections, especially low-grade upper respiratory tract infections, in patients treated with DPP-4is (including alogliptin) compared with users of other antidiabetic drugs during postmarketing evaluation [97] .
Hypoglycemia
Hypoglycemia is a common and important complication of diabetes therapy, and is associated with diminished QoL, aggravated clinical outcomes, and, in severe cases, seizures, coma, and death [98] . It can also result in treatment discontinuations and increased healthcare costs [99] . Special populations, including older patients (aged ≥ 65 years), have a higher risk of developing hypoglycemia [11, 100] . Older patients, including those who are healthy, are at increased risk of developing hypoglycemia [100] , and may require more careful HbA1c and body weight targets than their younger counterparts, as suggested by guidelines [38] .
Generally, in patients with T2DM, hypoglycemic events were infrequent or comparable to placebo and mild in severity in phase II/III studies of alogliptin monotherapy and add-on/combination therapy with metformin, SUs, metformin + SU, insulin, metformin + insulin, pioglitazone, pioglitazone + metformin, pioglitazone + metformin + SU, and an α-GI [1, 3, 7, 8, 12-14, 16, 17, 21, 67, 69, 70, 101] . Furthermore, incidences of any hypoglycemic event occurred in ≤ 8.3% of at-risk, older patients receiving alogliptin (12.5 and 25 mg as monotherapy or add-on/combination therapy) versus ≤ 10.5% in patients treated with placebo in a pooled analysis of phase II/III studies [11] . In the same analysis of older patients, the highest incidences of hypoglycemic severity occurred in the placebo group (10.5%) [11] .
As depicted in Table 1 , SU therapy has a higher risk of hypoglycemia compared with DPP-4is. While DPP-4is as an add-on therapy to SU treatment have been shown to increase the risk of hypoglycemia [102] , this was contradicted in an international phase III study reported by Pratley et al., which demonstrated that 12.5 and 25 mg alogliptin as add-on therapy to SU treatment did not increase the incidence of hypoglycemia [14] . Additionally, the frequency of hypoglycemic events was substantially lower in alogliptin + metformin-treated patients (2.5% and 1.4% for alogliptin 12.5-mg and 25-mg groups, respectively) versus SU + metformin-treated patients (23.2%) in a 2-year study (Del Prato et al., 2014; Online Resource, Table S1, see the ESM), with the majority of the first hypoglycemia events occurring within the first 20 weeks of SU treatment [17] . In the same study, severe hypoglycemia was reported in five patients receiving an SU compared with one patient in the alogliptin 12.5-mg group and none in the 25-mg group [17] . Notably, in older patients, alogliptin 25-mg monotherapy had a substantially lower risk of hypoglycemia compared with SU monotherapy (Rosenstock et al., 2013; Online Resource, Table S1 ) [101] .
Metformin and alogliptin are considered unlikely to cause serious hypoglycemia (Table 1) [39, 103] . This is supported by an international phase III study [18] and a Japanese phase II/III study [70] Table S1 ), more patients in the metformin group (500 mg BID) experienced a hypoglycemic event (6.2%) compared with the alogliptin group (12.5 mg BID; 1.2%) [5] ; further studies may be required to compare the risks of hypoglycemia in the Asian population. Compared with SoC, alogliptin significantly lowered HbA1c levels without increasing hypoglycemia (0.3% vs. SoC 0.1%; p = 0.004) after 104 weeks of treatment in the Study of Preventive Effects of Alogliptin on Diabetic Atherosclerosis (SPEAD-A), a 104-week multicenter, open-label, blinded endpoint, parallel study comparing alogliptin with SoC in Japanese patients with T2DM [77] .
In summary, although alogliptin monotherapy is unlikely to cause serious hypoglycemia, treating physicians should remain vigilant if DPP-4is, such as alogliptin, are used as add-on treatments to SUs and insulin therapies, which have a moderate-to-high risk of hypoglycemia (Table 1) 
Weight Gain
Approximately 58-90% of patients with T2DM are overweight or obese [104] ; hence, lifestyle changes to prevent weight gain are important for glycemic control and CV health [38, 56] . Phase II/III studies have demonstrated that alogliptin monotherapy and add-on/combination therapy decreased HbA1c levels with minimal changes in weight gain versus placebo [2, 7, 12, 14, 17, 21, 70] . However, it should be noted that DPP-4is may have lower efficacy in obese patients because DPP-4 induces insulin resistance in adipocytes that are found in the circulation of overweight and obese patients [105] . These findings are also supported by a retrospective study that demonstrated that the efficacy of DPP-4i monotherapy was significantly decreased in diets high in saturated fatty acids (multiple regression analysis; p < 0.01) [106] , highlighting the importance of diet therapy and avoiding weight gain [38, 39, 45, 106] .
Weight gain is a major side effect with TZDs, SUs, and insulin therapies [38, 107] , as summarized in Table 1 . So far, there have only been three comparison studies between TZDs or SUs and alogliptin treatment. Data from an international phase III study (DeFronzo et al., 2012; Online Resource, Table S1, see the ESM) showed decrease in body weight was modest but significantly lower in patients receiving alogliptin (− 0.02 and − 0.7 kg for alogliptin 12.5 and 25 mg, respectively) versus the pooled pioglitazone group (+1.5 kg pooled 15, 30, and 45 mg pioglitazone) [9] . Similarly, in a 2-year study (Del Prato et al. 2014; Online Resource, Table S1), weight gain was significantly greater in patients treated with SU + metformin compared with alogliptin (12.5 or 25 mg) + metformin (both doses p < 0.001) [17] . Of note, treatment with 25 mg alogliptin in older patients resulted in a modest but significant decrease in body weight compared with SU therapy after 1 year of treatment (− 0.62 vs. 0.60 kg; p < 0.001) [101] . For alternative therapies, such as metformin, the risk of weight gain is neutral/less compared with neutral for DPP-4is (Table 1 ). This is supported by a phase III study (Pratley et al., 2014 ; Online Resource, Table S1), where metformin monotherapy led to the greatest weight reduction (− 0.80 and − 1.25 kg with metformin 500 and 1000 mg BID, respectively), while alogliptin monotherapy was weight neutral (− 0.01 kg with alogliptin 12.5 mg BID) [18] . Compared with SoC, the mean change in BMI was significantly lower in alogliptin-treated patients (0.3 ± 1.9 kg/m 2 vs. 20.3 ± 1.7 kg/m 2 in the SoC group; p = 0.003) [77] .
Hence, as TZDs, SUs, and insulin are associated with weight gain [39] , it is recommended that treating physicians remain vigilant with respect to weight gain, particularly in patients receiving add-on therapy to alogliptin or combination therapy.
CV Events
T2DM is strongly associated with micro-and macrovascular complications, with almost 50% of patients developing HF [50, 108] . In 2008, the US Food and Drug Administration (FDA) issued specific guidance for assessing the CV safety, pre-and post-approval, of new antidiabetic agents [2] . Subsequently, in 2018, the American Diabetes Association released an update of the "Standards of Medical Care in Diabetes" document, including, for the first time, new recommendations for patients with T2DM and heart disease around choosing medications proven to improve heart health [109] . These recommendations have been carried over to the 2019 update [110] , emphasizing the importance of CV health in diabetes management. Currently, these guidelines recommend SGLT2is and GLP-1 receptor agonists [110] ; meta-analyses investigating the CV safety of DPP-4is have demonstrated a neutral effect of these agents on major CV endpoints and all-cause death [111] .
The pivotal Examination of Cardiovascular Outcomes with Alogliptin versus Standard of Care (EXAMINE) study evaluated the effect of alogliptin in addition to SoC for diabetes (excluding DPP-4is and GLP-1 receptor agonists) on CV-related outcomes in 5380 T2DM patients who had recently experienced acute coronary syndrome. Rates of major adverse CV event (MACE) incidences (CV death, non-fatal myocardial infarction [MI], or non-fatal stroke) were similar between the alogliptin and placebo groups (11.3% and 11.8% of patients, respectively; hazard ratio [HR] 0.96; upper boundary of one-sided repeated CI 1.16; p < 0.001 for non-inferiority) [2] . Secondary and post hoc analyses from the EXAMINE study [2, 108, [112] [113] [114] further supported these findings, demonstrating no significant differences between alogliptin-and placebo-treated patients in the five-component composite CV endpoint (CV death, stroke, MI, unstable angina, and coronary revascularization; p = 0.72) [113] , CV hospitalizations (p = 0.70) [113] , and mortality (HR 0.88; 95% CI 0.71-1.09) [115] . In another subgroup, rates of CV death (p = 0.01) and all-cause mortality (p = 0.033) were significantly lower in the alogliptin group versus placebo [114] in patients receiving either metformin or an SU as SoC. It should be noted, however, that the composite outcome in a subgroup of high-risk patients with previous history of HF displayed trends of reduced CV death and increased hospital admission for HF in the post hoc analysis by Zannad et al., suggesting that survivor bias cannot be ruled out [108] .
Previously, there had been concern with respect to the increased risk of CV complications with concomitant use of DPP-4is and angiotensin-converting enzyme (ACE) inhibitors, a commonly prescribed class of drug for HF. High doses of ACE inhibitors prevent degradation of substance P, and as it is a DPP-4 substrate, it was hypothesized that the combination of both inhibitors could lead to stimulation of substance P, activation of the sympathetic nervous system, and a subsequent increase in the risk of CV complications [22] . An ACE inhibitor was used by 62% of patients in the EXAMINE trial, and a stratified analysis from the EXAM-INE study revealed no differences between the alogliptin and placebo groups with respect to composite rates for CV death and HF in patients also receiving ACE inhibitors (p = 0.57) [22] .
There is ongoing debate whether DPP-4is increase the risk of HF and the underlying mechanisms [116, 117] . A meta-analysis of the effect of DPP-4is on HF risk using controlled trials and observational studies found either a similar risk of HF between DPP-4is and control medications in controlled studies, or a possible increased risk in observational studies [118] ; however, the evidence was of low or very low quality, leading the authors to conclude that the effect was uncertain. Post-marketing reports of HF in patients receiving linagliptin, saxagliptin, sitagliptin, and vildagliptin submitted via the FDA AE reporting system (FAERS) suggest that the CV safety of this class requires further monitoring [119, 120] , while a Korean population-based cohort study found no increased risk of HF with DPP-4is versus SUs [121] . In contrast, another population-based study from Korea demonstrated a significantly increased risk of hospitalization for HF with DPP-4is versus SUs [122] . Further studies designed to examine the CV effect of alogliptin are ongoing, including the TRACT study, which aims to clarify possible anti-atherogenic effects by means of fractional flow reserve in Japanese patients with T2DM [123] . Nevertheless, warnings about HF risk have been added to the labels of several DPP-4is, including saxagliptin [124] , alogliptin [26] , and vildagliptin [125] . In contrast, other therapies, particularly GLP-1 receptor agonists (e.g., semaglutide and liraglutide) and SGLT2is (e.g., canagliflozin and empagliflozin), appear to have protective effects against CV disease [126] .
There have been limited comparisons between alternative therapies and alogliptin for CV events, with a few studies each examining SoCs, metformin, SUs, or TZDs with alogliptin [9, 17, 18, 77, 101] . Similar to the pooled analysis described above [93] , overall incidences of CV AEs were similar in Japanese patients with T2DM treated with alogliptin or SoC in the SPEAD-A study [77] . Moreover, alogliptin, but not SoC treatment, attenuated the progression of carotid intima-media thickness by week 104 relative to baseline [77] . In a comparison with metformin, the incidences of MACE were low in the alogliptin monotherapy group (one and two events in the alogliptin 25-mg once-daily and alogliptin 12.5-mg BID groups, respectively) in a phase III study (no MACE were reported for the metformin monotherapy group [18] ; Pratley et al. 2014, Online Resource, Table S1 , see the ESM). There was a trend towards lower confirmed MACE incidences (CV death, non-fatal MI, or non-fatal stroke) in the alogliptin + metformin group (0.7% and 0.9% for alogliptin 12.5 mg and 25 mg, respectively) compared to in the SU + metformin group (1.3%) in a 2-year phase III study [17] . In a separate phase III study (DeFronzo et al., 2012; Online Resource, Table S1), two cases of congestive HF were reported in pioglitazone-treated patients (one possibly related to therapy), while no cases were reported with alogliptin monotherapy and alogliptin add-on to pioglitazone [9] . Consensus statements recommend caution when administering TZDs to patients with New York Heart Association (NYHA) class I-II HF and to avoid use in NYHA class III-IV.
Bile Duct, Gallbladder, and Pancreatic Safety
In 2013, based on case reports and the results of one observational study, the FDA added warnings about acute pancreatitis to DPP-4i labeling [127, 128] . Since 2013, postmarketing reports have suggested an association between DPP-4is, including alogliptin, and acute pancreatitis [27, 129] . However, results from the EXAMINE study reported comparable incidences of acute pancreatitis between alogliptin-and placebo-treated patients with diabetes and high CV risk (alogliptin n = 12/2701 [0.4%]; placebo n = 8/2679 [0.3%]); more importantly, no cases were fatal [2] . Furthermore, no cases of pancreatitis were reported in a Japanese study comparing alogliptin + metformin-treated and placebo-treated patients [70] .
There have been a few studies comparing the incidence of acute pancreatitis in alogliptin-treated and active comparator-treated patients; these include a pooled study and SU analyses. The incidence of acute pancreatitis in alogliptintreated patients was low and similar to comparators (placebo and active) in a pooled analysis of 20 RCTs (0.22 vs. comparators 0.15 incidences per 100 PYs; Fig. 1 [93] ). In alogliptin versus SU studies, one year-long study demonstrated no incidences of pancreatitis in both monotherapy groups [101] . Additionally, in a 2-year, phase III study (Del Prato et al., 2014 ; Online Resource, Table S1, see the ESM), pancreatitis occurred in one patient (0.1%) in the alogliptin 25-mg + metformin group and three (0.3%) in the SU + metformin group [17] . Nonetheless, treating physicians are advised to remain vigilant of the association between DPP-4is and acute pancreatitis when making treatment decisions.
Some observational studies and post-marketing reports have described an increase in the risk of pancreatic cancer and cholangiocarcinoma in patients exposed to DPP-4is [130] . However, other studies have failed to demonstrate an association between DPP-4i use and pancreatic cancer [131] [132] [133] , and one Korean registry study even reported a reduction in the risk of malignancy for DPP-4is compared with metformin (HR 0.57; 95% CI 0.51-0.64) [134] . While further studies are required to determine if there is a genuine class or even drug-specific effect, doctors must be alert to the potential risk of late-onset pancreatic malignancy in T2DM patients receiving DPP-4i treatment. Use of DPP-4is does not appear to increase the risk of bile duct or gallbladder diseases (cholelithiasis, cholecystitis, and cholangitis) compared with the use of at least two oral antidiabetic drugs from other classes [135] .
Skin-Related Adverse Events
Skin-related AEs, including allergic reactions, have been monitored as a result of concerns from preclinical evaluation in monkeys and reports of hypersensitivity reactions with other DPP-4is [36] . In a pooled analysis, alogliptin was associated with a low incidence of hypersensitivity reactions, with 0.2% of patients developing an anaphylactic reaction compared with 0% for placebo [36] . Data from post-marketing experiences with alogliptin show that skin and subcutaneous disorders were the most common events reported by system organ class (124 non-serious and 18 serious) [36] .
Recent studies suggest that DPP-4 inhibition is associated with bullous pemphigoid [136] [137] [138] [139] [140] [141] . Although the HLA-DQB1*03:01 gene is not commonly associated with general bullous pemphigoid or T2DM, a study conducted in Japanese patients revealed a potential association between DPP-4i treatment and onset of non-inflammatory bullous pemphigoid [137] . Several observational studies, including reports of adverse drug reactions in pharmacovigilance databases, have demonstrated differential effects of individual DPP-4is on the risk of bullous pemphigoid, implying a drugspecific effect [136] [137] [138] [139] [140] [141] . The risk of bullous pemphigoid appears to be highest among patients exposed to vildagliptin, whereas patients exposed to alogliptin appear to have a relatively low risk of developing the complication. Further research is required to understand the mechanisms underlying these observations.
Inflammatory Bowel Disease
Gastrointestinal side effects are an AESI and one of the main factors influencing patient preference [82] . Alogliptin treatment has demonstrated comparable rates of diarrhea to pioglitazone after 26 weeks of treatment, as reported in the DeFronzo et al., 2012 study (alogliptin 12.5 or 25 mg + pioglitazone [15, 30, and 45 mg] and pooled pioglitazone monotherapy groups [2.3%, 5.1%, and 3.6%, respectively]) [9] . Additionally, patients treated with alogliptin (12.5 and 25 mg) and an SU as add-on to metformin had similar incidences of diarrhea (6.9%, 6.8% and 7.2%, respectively) [17] .
To date, there has only been one observational study examining the association between DPP-4is and inflammatory bowel disease (IBD) activity [142] . Abrahami et al. reported that the HR for IBD in patients receiving DPP-4i therapy versus other antidiabetic treatments was 1.75 (95% CI 1.22-2.49), which gradually increased, peaking 3-4 years after starting DPP-4i treatment (HR 2.90; 95% CI 1.31-6.41); yet, the HR decreased after the 4-year peak [142] . The increased incidence rate for IBD in patients receiving DPP-4i treatment may be a consequence of the involvement of DPP-4 in several immune responses [143] . Further studies are required to examine the association between IBD and DPP-4is, especially as the long-term use of DPP-4is increases, and treating physicians should remain aware of this potential association when making treatment decisions.
Renal Failure
Diabetes is one of the leading causes of CKD, which affects 40% of patients [144] . A pooled analysis has suggested that diabetes, hypertension, or a combination of the two were the cause of over 80% of ESRD cases [145] .
At the time of writing, there were few studies of alogliptin treatment in patients with CKD; however, in the studies available, alogliptin has been generally well-tolerated and efficacious [27, 36, [146] [147] [148] . For example, no increases in occurrence of AEs including hypoglycemia were reported at week 48 in a study examining alogliptin treatment (monotherapy and add-on therapy [mitiglinide and/or α-GI]) in Japanese HD-CKD patients (n = 30); a significant reduction in interdialytic body weight gain (p = 0.04) was observed in the alogliptin as add-on treatment arm. Moreover, HbA1c and glycated albumin levels were significantly reduced versus baseline levels (p < 0.0001) [146] . These observations are further supported by the results of a 2-year study examining alogliptin treatment in Japanese HD-CKD patients, in which treatment was well-tolerated and HbA1c levels had significantly decreased after 2 years (p < 0.05) [147] . In the real-world setting, alogliptin treatment maintained renal function after 6 months of treatment in Japanese non-dialysis CKD patients [148] . Of note, in the 25-mg alogliptin group, pruritus was the only AESI with ≥ 1% incidence in patients with mild or moderate renal impairment versus patients with normal renal function at baseline [36] . Further studies are warranted to examine the effect of alogliptin on renal function in a real-world setting.
Dose adjustments for many of the recommended antidiabetic agents [27, 149] are mandated in renally impaired patients with T2DM. In the published literature, there are limited comparisons examining the effect of alogliptin versus other antidiabetic agents on renal function in patients with T2DM and no CKD. For example, there was no statistically significant difference in estimated GFR from baseline to week 104 between alogliptin (− 1 ± 10 mL/min/1.73 m 2 ) and SoC (0 ± 10 mL/min/1.73 m 2 ; p = 0.27) in the SPEAD-A study [77] . Additionally, cumulative incidences of ESRD were comparable between alogliptin + metformin and SU + metformin groups in a 2-year observational study (4.78% and 4.66% for alogliptin [12.5 and 25 mg, respectively] + metformin and 4.86% for SU + metformin [90] , respectively).
Hepatotoxicity
The liver plays a key role in the pathogenesis of diabetes, with the care of diabetes both affected by, or causing effects on, the liver [150] . Hepatic abnormalities, such as cirrhosis, are estimated to account for 4.4-12.5% of deaths in patients with diabetes [151] .
Results from pharmacokinetic studies have demonstrated that alogliptin exposure was not affected in patients with mild or moderate hepatic impairment [27, 37] (Child-Pugh grade A and B), and therefore dose adjustments are not required in this setting. However, the pharmacokinetic profile of alogliptin has not yet been examined in patients with severe hepatic impairment (Child-Pugh grade C) and therefore alogliptin is not currently recommended for this patient population [27] . Findings from a single-arm, 12-month, multicenter study evaluating alogliptin (25 mg) efficacy in patients with T2DM and non-alcoholic fatty acid disease suggested that alogliptin may prevent progression of nonalcoholic fatty liver disease with early T2DM [152] .
In the EXAMINE study, there was a numerical increase in the number of patients with increased liver enzymes with alogliptin versus placebo (although there were no statistical differences in serum aminotransferase values > 3 × the upper limit of normal at any time) [2] , and there were subsequent post-marketing reports of alogliptin-associated hepatotoxicity [153] that prompted some debate; a subsequent analysis of the FAERS showed no hepatotoxicity signal for alogliptin and significant associations for sitagliptin, saxagliptin, and vildagliptin [154] . Currently, there is insufficient evidence to confirm whether alogliptin was the cause of the fatal and non-fatal hepatic failure documented in post-marketing reports; nevertheless, alogliptin should be administered with caution in patients with abnormal liver tests [27] and should be discontinued in patients with suspected hepatotoxicity [27] .
Risk Evaluation for All DPP4is in Real-World Studies
Observational studies have shown that DPP-4is are associated with fewer gastrointestinal side effects than metformin, GLP-1 receptor agonists, and acarbose, and less hypoglycemia than SUs and insulin (reviewed by Scheen, 2018 [117] ). Weight gain is also less with DPP-4is than with SUs, glitazones, and insulin [117] . Any potential increased risk of acute pancreatitis has not been confirmed in observational studies [117] . While the data from observational studies regarding HF is somewhat conflicting, there does not appear to be an increased risk of HF or hospitalization for HF with DPP-4is compared with other glucose-lowering agents in this setting [117] . With regard to CV outcomes, observational studies show reductions with DPP-4is versus other glucose-lowering agents in MACE, MI, stroke, and CV-and all-cause mortality.
In the ATTAK-J study, 12 months of alogliptin had no significant effect on body weight, blood pressure, or liver function [25] . Both total and low-density lipoprotein (LDL)-cholesterol were significantly reduced from baseline at 12 months (− 6.84 and − 7.22 mg/dL, respectively; p = 0.023 and p = 0.001). There was a significant increase in serum creatinine and a significant decrease in estimated GFR. The incidence of hypoglycemia was 0.6%. A reduction in LDL-cholesterol was also seen in the long-term observational study of Japanese patients with T2DM receiving alogliptin (106.5 ± 25.0 to 96.3 ± 20.9 mg/dL; p = 0.0406) [24] .
Expert Opinion
With more classes of antidiabetic agents available than ever before, physicians have to consider multiple factors, such as glycemic control, patient preferences, safety profile, risk of hypoglycemia, and necessity for weight loss [38, 58] , when determining patient-centric, optimal management of T2DM [38, 39, 45, 58] . Alogliptin is an effective therapy that acts synergistically with agents including metformin and pioglitazone to provide superior efficacy compared with component monotherapies, as well as SU + metformin combination therapy [5, 9, 15, 17, 18, 66, 77] .
From a safety perspective, alogliptin is generally welltolerated, with a low risk of hypoglycemia, weight gain, acute pancreatitis, and hepatotoxicity [1-3, 7, 8, 11-14, 17, 18, 21, 27, 37, 67, 69, 70, 93, 101] . Dose adjustments are required in patients with moderate renal impairment to ESRD, and caution is required in patients with renal and/ or hepatic impairment [27, 36, [146] [147] [148] . Although the EXAMINE study and post hoc analyses demonstrated that alogliptin is well-tolerated in patients with a high HF risk [2, 108, [112] [113] [114] [115] , there are not currently enough data available to determine the cause and effect of alogliptin on the risk of HF [117] . Similarly, while there are new potential concerns for DPP-4i treatments, such as bullous pemphigoid and IBD [137, 142] , further evaluation is required.
Alogliptin generally exhibits a favorable safety profile, with an incidence of 286.1 TEAEs per 100 PYs [93] , compared with active comparators (283.3 TEAEs per 100 PYs). For alogliptin, the risk of hypoglycemia is decreased versus SoCs and SUs [17, 77, 101] or comparable versus metformin [18, 39, 70, 155] ; risks for acute pancreatitis are low and comparable to SUs [17] ; gastrointestinal AE risks are comparable to SUs and TZDs [9, 17] ; CV risks are less than with SoCs and metformin [18, 77] , and possibly with SUs and TZDs [9, 17] , although alogliptin cannot be considered to have the same cardioprotective effects as GLP-1 receptor agonists and SGLT2is [126] . Furthermore, weight gain risks are less with alogliptin versus TZDs, SUs, and SoCs [9, 17, 77] , but increased versus metformin [18] ; as the efficacy of DPP-4i monotherapy is decreased in diets high in saturated fatty acids, avoidance of weight gain through diet therapy is an important consideration.
The main limitation of the current benefit-risk assessment is the lack of statistical analyses, including data reported in post-marketing databases, such as the FAERS. However, we anticipate that this assessment is a useful aid to physicians when choosing an optimal therapy for T2DM management for their patient.
Conclusions
Alogliptin treatment is one of the suitable medications for patients with T2DM who require glycemic control, with a low risk of hypoglycemia, weight gain, and gastrointestinal AEs, and for those who prefer a once-daily oral regimen, with caution required in those who have underlying CV risks. Notably, alogliptin has demonstrated greater efficacy in Asian patients than in non-Asian patients with T2DM, while maintaining a similar tolerability profile. This suggests that DPP-4is, including alogliptin, represent important treatment options, especially for Asian patients with T2DM, for whom they have potential as a first-line therapy.
